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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 



1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On 
page 16, line 1 1, "is displays" is not grammatically correct. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On 
page 26, line 16, "iuputted" is misspelled. 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On 
page 27, line 19, "the a applicable" is grammatically incorrect. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Abstract contains more than 1 50 words 

5. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of 
the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is 
important that the abstract not exceed 150 words In length since the space 
provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The 
form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" and 
"said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure 
sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the 
full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should hot repeat 
information given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, 
such as, 'The disclosure concerns," 'The disclosure defined by this invention," 
'The disclosure describes," etc. 
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Drawings 

6. The drawings are objected to because in Figure 4, the image quality 
labeled "STNADARD" is misspelled for all sending modes. In Figures 6, 7, 10, 
11 , 1 3, and 16, reference 23A is labeled "DISPLAY ABERRATED KEYS" instead 
of "DISPLAY ABBREVIATED KEYS". Corrected drawing sheets in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet 
should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version ofthe 
sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of 
an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is 
to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement 
sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and 
appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to 
show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted 
after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection 
to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
1 22(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
states and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-3, 5, 7-9, 1 1, and 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6437881 to Baba et al. 

Regarding claim 1 , Baba et al disclose an image sending method 
comprising the steps of: 

selecting and setting a sending mode for sending image data from plural types of 
sending modes (column 6, lines 14-19); 

setting an image quality for the image data to be sent (column 6, lines 10-15); 
selecting and setting a resolution corresponding to the selected image quality 
from range of applicable resolutions for the selected sending mode (column 6, 
lines 5-10; column 16, lines 29-33; column 17, lines 7-15); and 
sending the image data of the selected resolution by the selected sending mode 
(column 18, lines 8-11). 

Regarding claim 2, Baba et al teach all the limitations of claim 1 . Further 
Baba et al disclose the image sending method set forth in Claim 1 , wherein: 
the resolution corresponding to the selected image quality is selected and set by 
referring to a resolution setting table which indicates correspondence between 
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i) an index which is a single or plural indices of the image quality common to the 
plural types of sending modes and 

ii) a range of applicable resolutions of each sending 

mode (Baba et al select a resolution based on transmission attribute information 
which includes quality and sending speed (mode). The transmission-attribute 
information recognizing portion 14 in Baba et al (Figure 17, reference 14) 
generates a signal for selecting a resolution based on transmission attribute 
information. The resolution determining portion 32 (Figure 17, reference 32) 
determines a resolution from a plurality of resolution. Thus the combination of 
reference 14 and 32 operates like a lookup table for determining resolution, 
(column 17, lines 7-30; column 6, lines 9-29)). 

Regarding claim 3, Baba et al disclose the image sending method set forth 
in Claim 2, wherein: 

the image quality of the image data to be sent is set according to the index which 
is selected by a user from a plurality of displayed indices (column 6, lines 7-14), 
Regarding claim 5, Baba et al teaches all the limitations of claim 1. Further 
Baba et al disclose the image sending method set forth in Claim 1 , wherein: 
the image data is processed to match the selected resolution (column 17, lines 
31-40). 

Regarding claim 7, Baba et al disclose an image sending device 
comprising: 

sending mode setting means for selecting and setting a sending mode for 
sending image data from plural types of sending modes (column 6, lines 14-19); 
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image quality setting means for setting an image quality for the image data to be 
sent (column 6, lines 10-15); and 

resolution setting means for selecting and setting a resolution corresponding to 
the image quality set by said image quality setting means, from a range of 
applicable resolutions for the sending mode set by said sending mode setting 
means (column 6, lines 5-10; column 16, lines 29-33; column 17, lines 7-15). 

Regarding claim 8, Baba et al teach all the limitations of claim 7. Further 
Baba et al disclose the image sending device set forth in Claim 7 wherein : 
said resolution setting means refers to a resolution setting table which stores a 
range of applicable resolutions of each sending mode, with a corresponding 
index which is a single or plural indices of the image quality common to the plural 
types sending modes (Baba et al select a resolution based on transmission 
attribute information which includes quality and sending speed (mode). The 
transmission-attribute information recognizing portion 14 in Baba et al (Figure 17, 
reference 14) generates a signal for selecting a resolution based on transmission 
attribute information. The resolution determining portion 32 (Figure 17, reference 
32) determines a resolution from a plurality of resolution. Thus the combination of 
reference 14 and 32 operates like a lookup table for determining resolution, 
(column 17, lines 7-30; column 6, lines 9-29)). 

Regarding claim 9, Baba et al teach all the limitations of claim 8. Further 
Baba et al disclose the image sending device set forth in Claim 8, further 
comprising: 
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display means for displaying the plural indices (column 6, lines 4-19; Figure 4); 
and 

input means for enabling a user to input one of the plural indices (column 6, lines 

3-11), 

wherein: 

said image quality setting means sets the image quality according to the index 
which is inputted by the input means (column 6, lines 7-15). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Baba et al teaches all the limitations of claim 7. 
Further Baba et al discloses the image sending device set forth in Claim 7 
further comprising: 

image data processing means for processing the image data based on the 
resolution set by said resolution setting means, into a form suitable for the 
sending mode set by said sending mode setting means (column 6, lines 5-19; 
column 17, lines 31-40). 

Regarding claim 13, Baba et al disclose ah image sending device 
comprising: 

sending route setting section for selecting and setting a sending route from plural 
image sending routes (column 6, lines 14-19); 

an image quality setting section for setting an image quality of sending image 
(column 6, lines 10-15); 

processing contents setting section for setting processing contents which 
corresponds to the image sending route set by said sending route setting section 
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and the image quality set by said image quality setting section (column 6, lines 5- 
10; column 16, lines 29-33; column 17, lines 7-15); 
an image processing section for processing the image to create the sending 
image based on the processing contents set by said processing contents setting 
section (column 17, lines 31-40); and 

an image sending section for sending the sending image via the image sending 
route set by said sending route setting section (column 18, lines 8-1 1). 

Regarding claim 14, Baba et al teaches all the limitations of claim 13. 
Further Baba et al discloses the image sending device set forth in Claim 13, 
wherein: the image quality set by said image quality setting section is commonly 
used for the plural image sending routes (column 6, lines 20-29). 

Regarding claim 15, Baba et al teaches all the limitations of claim 14. 
Further Baba et al discloses the image sending device set forth in Claim 14, 
further comprising: 

a storage section for storing a processing contents setting table which stores 
processing contents corresponding to each of the plural image sending routes 
and the image quality (Baba et al select a resolution based on transmission 
attribute information which includes quality and sending speed (mode). The 
transmission-attribute information recognizing portion 14 in Baba et al (Figure 17, 
reference 14) generates a signal for selecting a resolution based on transmission 
attribute information. The resolution determining portion 32 (Figure 17, reference 
32) determines a resolution from a plurality of resolution. Thus the combination of 
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reference 14 and 32 operates like a lookup table for determining resolution, 
(column 17, lines 7-30; column 6, lines 9-29; column 20, lines 55-57). 

Regarding claim 16, Baba et al teaches all the limitations of claim 15. 
Further Baba et al disclose the image sending device set forth in Claim 15, 
further comprising: 

a display section for displaying the image quality which exists as plural image 
qualities (column 6, lines 4-19; Figure 4); and 

an input section for enabling a user to input one of the plural image qualities 

(column 6, lines 3-1 1 ), 

wherein: 

said image quality setting section selects and sets the image quality inputted 
through the input section (column 6, lines 7-15). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 



10. Claims 4, 10, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6437881 to Baba et al in view of U.S. Patent 



No. 6614551' to Peek. 
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Regarding claim A, Baba et a! teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . 
However Baba et al does not disclose the image sending method set forth in 
claim 1 , wherein: 

the sending mode for sending image data is selected and set from plural types 
sending modes based on sending destination information which is inputted or 
selected by a user. 

Peek discloses image sending method wherein: 
the sending mode for sending image data is selected and set from plural types 
sending modes based on sending destination information which is inputted or 
selected by a user (column 6, lines 1-37). 

Baba et al and Peek are combinable because they are in the similar 
problem area of image transmission. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the sending mode selection of Peek with the 
image transmission system of Baba et al to implement automatic selection of 
sending mode based on user input. 

The motivation to combine the reference is clear because the user can 
easily send images through different sending modes just by entering the 
destination data. 

Regarding claim 10, Baba et al teach all the limitations of claim 7. 
Further Peek discloses the image sending device set forth in Claim 7, 
further comprising: 
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input means for enabling a user to input or select sending destination 
information, wherein: said sending mode setting means selects and sets the 
sending mode based on the sending destination information inputted or selected 
through the input means (column 6, lines 1-37). 

Regarding claim 17, Baba et a! teaches all the limitations of claim 13. 
Further Peek discloses the image sending device, further comprising: 
sending destination input section for enabling a user to input or select sending 
destination information, wherein: 

said sending route setting section selects and sets the sending route from the 
plural image sending routes based on the sending destination information 
inputted or selected through the sending destination input section (column 6, 
lines 1-37). 

11, Claims 6 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6437881 to Baba et al in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 6590673 to Kadowaki. 

Regarding claim 6, Baba et al teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . 
However Baba et al does not disclose the image sending method set forth Claim 
1, wherein: the image data is created by reading an image, so as to match 
selected resolution. 

Kadowaki discloses image sending method (column 5, lines 1-11), 
wherein: the image data is created by reading an image, so as to match selected 
resolution (column 6, lines 15-33). 
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Baba et al and Kadowaki are combinable because they are in the similar 
problem area of image transmission. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to cx)mbine the image data creation of Kadowaki with the 
image transmission of Baba et al to implement Image transmission with selected 
resolution. 

The motivation to combine the reference is clear because it would be 
convenient to implement the resolution conversion within the scanner. 

Regarding claim 12, Baba et al teach all the limitations of claim 7. 
Further Kadowaki discloses the image sending device (column 5, lines 1 -11 ) set 
forth in Claim 7, further comprising: 

image reading means for reading an image based on the resolution set by the 
resolution setting means, so as to create image data (column 6, lines 15-33). 

Other Prior Art Cited 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. U.S. 2002/0097411 Al to Roche 
et al disclose a facility for image data exchange. 

U.S. Patent No. 4814894 to Yoshida disclose image transmission system 
with selection of density. 
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U.S. Patent No. 5488483 to Murayama disclose facsimile with selection 
of compression method. 

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. U.S. 2003/0218762 A1 to 
Edwards et al disclose resolution quality redefinition control system. 

U.S. Patent Application Publication No. U.S. 2002/0015182 Al to 
Akiyama et al discloses facsimile apparatus. 

Japan Patent No. 2000-1 0581 6A to Kusunoki discloses document reader. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Beniyam Menberu whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-7465. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM- 
4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kimberly Williams can be reached on (571) 272-7471. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the customer service office whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-2600. The group receptionist number for TC 2600 is (571) 
272-2600. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
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for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private 
PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see <http://pair- 
direct.uspto.aov/> . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

Patent Examiner \ 



Beniyam Menberu 




MARKWALLERSON 
PRIMARY EXAMINEtE 




11/10/2005 



